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PART1:Review Comments

Reviewer'scomment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correctthemanuscriptandhighlightthat partinthe
manuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/
herfeedback here)

CompulsorvREVISIONcomments

1. Isthemanuscriptimportantfor scientificcommunity?
(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript)

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(If not pleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

3. Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript appropriate?

5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you havesuggestion
of additional references, please mention in thereviewform.

wmn

Yes. Studying how nitrogen and boron affect the growth and yield of French beansis
important for scientists. It can help them to figure out the best ways to give thesenutrients to
the plants. By doing this, they can make the beans grow better andproducemore.

No.

No. The abstract doesn't clearly state the purpose of the experiment or explain howthe
study was conducted. It also doesn't mention the number of samples or thestatistical
significance of the results. The units of measurement for the parametersare not provided
and the limitations of the study are not discussed too. There is noclear conclusion
orhighlightforthemain findings.

Introduction: The introduction lacks specific research objectives or questions
thatthestudyaimstoaddress.ltalsodoesnotmentionthespecificmethodologyemployedintheres
earch,suchastheexperimentaldesignordatacollectionmethods. Moreover, there is no
reference to the study location, duration, or samplesize. Materials and Methods: There is
no specific information about the number ofplots or experimental units used in the
replication. It also does not specify the typeof statistical analysis performed on the data.
The exact growth stages at which
plantheightanddryweightmeasurementswererecordedaremissing.Thedetailsregarding  any
specific field preparation techniques are not provided too. Lastly,while a seed rate range is
mentioned, it's unclear if a specific seed rate was
used.ResultsandDiscussion:Theresultsanddiscussionpresentedaresimpleandstraightforw
ard. However, it would be helpful to provide a deeper analysis andinterpretation of the
findings, explaining why certain treatments resulted in higherplant height, dry weight, pods
per plant, seeds per pod, seed yield, stover yield, andeconomic returns. What are the
factors influencing these outcomes, such as
nutrientavailabilityandreproductiveprocesses,wouldmaketheresultseasiertounderstand.
Also, referencing other  studies that support or relate to  these
findingsareneeded.Conclusion:Theconclusiondrawnfromtheexperimentalresultssuggests
that the application of 120 kg/ha nitrogen and 1.5 kg/ha boron in Frenchbeans had the most
favorable impact on both growth and yield. This treatmentresulted in higher plant height, dry
weight, pods per plant, seeds per pod, seed vyield,and stover yield compared to other
treatments. Furthermore, it generated the highestgross return, net return, and benefit-cost
ratio, indicating its economic viability.
Thefindingssupportthenotionthatoptimizingnitrogenandboronlevelscansignificantlyenhance
theproductivityand profitabilityofFrenchbean cultivation.

No. Having only 10 references in a journal article are not enough. The author didn'texplore
enough the existing research on the topic for their claims. It's important tohave a well-
rounded set of references to demonstrate a thorough understanding ofthesubject and
support theresearchfindings.

MinorREVISIONcomments

l.Islanguage/Englishqualityof
thearticlesuitableforscholarlycommunications?

Moderate

Qoptional/Generalcomments

Therefore, it is recommended that the authors rewrite the entire paper and submititagain.
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Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback
here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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